The Cabinet
with all considerable changes in social constitution,
whether in the tariff, or currency, in the problems of
industrial regulation, or those connected with an issue
like birth-control. The climate of opinion their appear-
ance produces must be such as to impose upon a Govern-
ment the need for decision before they have the "pungent
sense," as William James termed it, of effective reality
about them.
Above all, it is important to remember that there is no
field of social policy* in which, as I believe Sir William
Beveridge unconsciously assumes, the specialists have an
esoteric body of truth in their possession the importance
of which politicians fail to recognize or which, from the
exigencies of party conflict, they suppress even when they
recognize their importance. Most specialists feel that they
have remedies for our social ills which are insufficiently
recognized by the Government of the day. Most of them
are tempted to feel that if only they could bring them to
the attention of the Cabinet—-even better, if they could, as
Cabinet ministers, apply the remedies themselves—the
world would be a better place* In fact, there is no such
body of esoteric truth; and the specialist who is insistent
that government needs the aid of "thought" usually
means that the politicians do not place upon the remedies
the same importance as he attaches to them. But at the
point where he makes this judgment, he in fact ceases to
be a specialist; for he is then establishing a scheme of
priority in value for ideas—a matter in which wisdom
and not specialism is the test of validity. It is the essence
of-our parliamentary system to make the responsibility
for such priority in value one that the Cabinet must take.
Any alternative would destroy that system because it
would ultimately place the responsibility for action out-
side the area where it can be controlled by Parliament and
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